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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of Group I, claims 1, 5-10, 13-17, 38, 40-44, 
in the reply filed on 9/23/2005 is acknowledged. 

Claims 18, 21-26, 30, 35-37, and 45-53 are withdrawn from further consideration 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no 
allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed 
on 9/23/2005. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim^)©©^"are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cugley et al (5,137,340) in view of Cohen et al (6,507.352). 

As to claims 1 and 38, Cugley shows stocking a plurality of varieties of fasteners 
in selected locations, each location identifiable by visible retail location identifiers, 
wherein the varieties of fasteners are stocked in predetermined containers, each 
container containing one of the varieties of fasteners and having a visible identifier on 
the container. Cugley also shows providing customers access to merchanidising 
information comprising: icons comprising graphical images of the fasteners; fastener 
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information; a display of the retail location of the fastener comprising a container 
identifier. It is noted that the information is organized according to fastener varieties. 
Cugley also shows allowing consumers access to the fasteners. 

Cugley does not show that providing access to the disclosed information via 
merchanising software having a user interface for receiving input; and programmed to 
display the fastener pages having icons, information and locations, wherein the user 
determines the display of the pages. 

Cohen et al show merchanising software having a user interface for receiving 
input; and programmed to display the item pages having icons, information and 
locations, wherein the user determines the display of the pages. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the method 
of Cugley by providing the software of Cohen in order to automate the display of the 
information, and in order to provide related information, such as up to date price 
information, and links to further information on manufacturer web pages. 

As to claims 5, 16 and 17, Cugley in view of Cohen shows video demonstration 
of the use of at least some fasteners (e.g., col. 8, lines 37-48 of Cohen). 

As to claim 6, Cugley in view of Cohen show a touch screen and that (b) is 
carried out at the store. 
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As to claims 7-10, Cugley in view of Cohen show all elements of the claims 
except carrying out step (b) remote from the retail outlet via a network browser. 
However, the examiner takes official notice that to do so is notoriously old and well 
known in the art. It would have been obvious to further modify the method of Cohen in 
order to facilitate comparison by the shopper in his home. 

(Regarding claim 8 above, it is noted that in providing access to the software at a 
server via a network as in claim 9, the software is being provided to the customer on a 
pre-recorded medium, the server hard drive). 

Alternatively, Cugley in view of Cohen shows all elements of claim 8 except 
physically giving the customer the software via a pre-recorded medium, such as a 
floppy disk. However, the examiner takes official notice that to distribute software in this 
manner is notoriously old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to do so in order to take advantage of simple, inexpensive and 
readily available technology and to allow the customer to select the items at his leisure 
in his home. 

As to claims 13 and 15, Cugley in view of Cohen show all elements except 
providing real time stock availability information. However, the examiner takes official 
notice that to provide stock availability information is notoriously old and well known in 
the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further modify 
the method of Cugley by providing stock information in order to allow the user to 
determine whether the store has enough to satisfy his needs. 
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As to claim 14, Cugley in view of Cohen show all elements except providing 
location information in two or more retail establishments. However, the examiner takes 
official notice that to provide information regarding two or more retail establishments if 
notoriously old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to further modify the method of Cugley by providing such information in 
order to provide information relating to a nearby branch when the present location is out 
of stock. 

Alternatively, as to claim 16. Cugley in view of Cohen show all elements except 
providing graphical instructions describing the use of the product. However, the 
examiner takes official notice that it is notoriously old and well known in the art to do so. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further modify the 
method of Cugley by providing graphical instructions describing the use of the product 
in order to facilitate its proper use. 

As to claim 41 , Cugley in view of Cohen show providing a section identifier 
comprising a code for identifying a group of shelves (e.g., the aisle and shelf location as 
shown in Cohen). 

As to claim 42, Cugley in view of Cohen show color coding container identifiers 
(see background of Cugley). 

Alternatively, Cugley in view of Cohen show all elements except color coding the 
identifiers. However, the examiner takes official notice that to do so is notoriously old 
and well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
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to further modify the method of Cugley by color coding the identifiers to quickly identify a 
group of related drawers in zeroing in on the specific drawer. 

As to claim 43, Cugley in view of Cohen show a graphical representation of the 
fastener type and use information (see e.g., wood screw and marine cotter pin). 

As to claim 44, Cugley in view of Cohen show all elements except a graphical 
representation of a recommended use of the product. However, the examiner takes 
official notice that providing such a graphical representation is notoriously old and well 
known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further 
modify the method of Cugley by providing a graphical representation of a recommended 
use in order to further clarify the use. 

Alternatively, Cugley in view of Cohen show the graphical representation of a 
recommended use via the video demonstration of the product. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven B. McAllister whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6785. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander G. Kalinowski can be reached on (571 ) 272-6771 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



273-8300. 
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